about the globalization process (hyperglobalist, skeptical, or transformationalist), there seems to exist a broad consensus in that, on the one side, the correlation between sovereign attributes, state power, and territoriality has become more complex, while, on the other, "governments have become increasingly outward looking as they seek to pursue cooperative strategies and to construct international regulatory regimes to manage more effectively the growing array of cross-border issues which regularly surface on national agendas" (Held, McGrew, Goldblatt, and Perraton, 1999:9) .
For the peoples and governments of Latin America and the Caribbean, in particular, this dilemma transforms itself into a difficult and complex turning point in the framework of their relationship with the United States, the most powerful nation-state known by history. A nation-state that, as Henry Kissinger has acknowledged, has no peer in having "influenced international relations as decisively and at the same time as ambivalently" and in insisting more firmly "on the inadmissibility of intervention in the domestic affairs of other states, or more passionately asserted that its own values were universally applicable" (1994:17-18) .
Economic, political, military, social, and cultural conditions in Interamerican relations shape outcomes in such a way that governance and security acquire major importance. No matter how superficial, any analysis of the agendas of governmental and nongovernmental meetings and conferences underline it. More than in any other region of the world, the predominant liberal ideology, combined with Washington's unquestionable hegemonic will and capacity, has influenced prevailing approaches on both these issues, at the political as well as at the academic level.This has introduced a tendency that emphasizes the formal elements and the external manifestations of governance and security, with a particular reference to U.S. interests, and avoids addressing the real causes of ungovernability and insecurity and evades the necessities imposed on Latin American and Caribbean countries in their relationship with the powerful neighbor to the north.
The fact is that the liberal discourse has created the misleading notion that there is no viable alternative to its proposition of allowing "the invisible hand of the market" to be the sole provider of decisions that shape the economy, politics, culture, and society. This has been reinforced by the North American belief that "the less government, the better." In this way, the classical caveat of a liberal thinker such as Karl Polanyi has been ignored. In his 1944 book, The Great Transformation, the English thinker of Austro-Hungarian descent stated: "To allow the market mechanism to be
